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Thoras Aube

University of Scuthern Coloraco
2200 Bonforte Blvd.

Puerlo, CO 81001

Re: Station KTSC(TV)
Pueblo, CO
EPET-900122RE

Dezr Mr, Aube:

Tris is with respect to the above-captioned application of the University of
Southern Colorado (University) for a modification of licensed facilities for
nencormercial educational Station KTSC(TV), Channel 8, Pueblo, Colorado. Your
&clication is opposed by the Association for Maximum Service Telecasters, Inc.
(AMST), which filed an mfo mal oojef‘tlon on February 26, 19¢90.

cur present transmitter site is located on Baculite Mesa, approximately eigh
miles north of Pueblo. though Colorado Springs lies partly within the
station's predicted principal community contour, intervening terrain prevents

an adeguate signal from reaching that community. Coverage of that commmnity is
irportant, you state, because of the various educational and outreach services
the University offers there. Thus, until August 1990 you had utilized a
_television translator on Channel. 53 to provzde service to Colorado Springs,

unt:il forced off the air by a new full-power station on that channel. You

state that you have been unable to f£ind a new channel on which your translatcr
cculd operate and that your modification application is an effort to fird a

site which could serve both Pueblo and Colorado Springs. You now propose to
construct a tower on Cheyenne Mountain in an antenna farm southwest of Colorado -
..%:;':,gs. That site is 296.1 kilometers (184.0 miles) from co-channel Station
RSCT(TV), Grand Junction, Colorado, and 201.9 kilameters (181.4 miles) from the
reference pomt for a co-channel allocation in Laramie, Wyaming. Section
73.610(t) requires a minimum separation of 304.9 kilometers (189.5 miles) in
this part of the country. Accordingly, your proposed site is 8.8 kilometers

(5.3 miles) short-spaced to Station RXCT(TV) and 13.0 kilometers (8.1 miles)

hor -spaced to the Laramie allocation. Accordingly you request waiver of the

shorz
You also seek waiver of Section 73.685(e) of the Rules because the ratio

Rule,
0f the maximum-to-minimum radiation of your proposed directional antenna would

exceed 10 4B.

Ir support of your waiver request of Section 73.610, you argue that there are
only three sites at which you could locate and provide a predicted signal to
bot-_r Pueblo and Colorado Springs without running afoul of local 2oning
restrictions. The first is your present site, but you argue that intervening
terrain prevents a viewable signal from reaching Colorado Springs. The second
notereial eite ie armroximatelv eicht miles north of vour current site:
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ncrth and west of the prcrosec site is mountzincus towards both Grand Juncticn
ad Laramie and that no objectionable interference would result. Additicnzi-
ly, you contend that you will afford egquivalent protection to the Grand

cn station and a future co-channel station in Laramie.
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In orzositicn, AMST argues that you have not made the threshold showing that
nc fully spaced sites, including its present site, are available. It further
that you have not made a compelling public interest justification

y for waiver of the Rules.
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Afser careful review of your &plication, we are persuaded that grant of ycur

| waiver requests would serve the public interest. The Cammission is mindful of
the unicue role played by many nonconmercial television stations in providing
putlic television service to wide areas. You have established that the
University serves both the Pueblo and Colorado Springs areas and_that it s/
therefore irportant that your television station do so as well. }You have

essfully attempted to find another translator to serve Colorade Springs,

unsuce

-

¢ it weuld not be possible at this time to seek a new television chamnel,

e there is curreﬁtly a freeze on the filing of new applications in that

of the ccuntry. Further, it does not appear that you could modify the
lities of your current site sufficiently to provide a viewable sicnal in
aCc Springs, Consegquently, your only alternative is to seek a new site,
we believe that you have demonstrated the unsuitability of any other sites
= which you coulé serve both commmnities. We further note that, while there
e some loss areas to the south and east of Pueblo, these areas are
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larcely unpopulated. "Additionally, we agree that ‘the mountainous terrain and
veur offer to reduce effective radiated power to the north and west would
’;'re_—::ly recuce the possibility that objectiocnatle interference to the Grand
Junceion station or to a future station in Laramie would occur. Finally, we

Station RJCT(TV) in Grand Junction has not oprosed your proposal.

note that

Trerefore, we believe that waiver of Section 72.610 is warranted. We will
alsc grant your request for waiver of Section 73.685, because the directional
arzenna pattern you propose would minimize the potential for ghosting.
Xditionally, that antenna pattern will enable you to provide the ecuivalent
orotection mentioned above. ‘

aczceriinely, for the reasons stated above, the informal objection filed by AMST
IS DINIEID, your regquests for waiver of Sections 73.610 and 73.685 ARE GRANTED ,
and your arplication to modify the station's facilities IS GRANTED subject to
the fcllowing conditions:

The maximum visual effective radiated power at azimuth 348 degrees
True toward the Chznel 8 allocation for Laramie, Wyoming, shall not

exceed 21.3 dBK (135 kW).

Tre maximrm visual effective radiated power at azimuth 278 degrees
True toward Station RICT(TV) , Grand Junction, Colorado, shall not
exceel 22.0 dBk (158 kW) .

o
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The aclication for license shall include:
Horizontal plane racdiation pattern dcbtained from measure-
ments performed by the manufacturer for the transmitting
antenna prior to its installation.

a.

b. Vertical radiation patterns obtained from measurements by
the manufacturer for the transmitting antenna prior to its
instzllation for at least the azimuth toward the Channel 8
allocation in Larzmnie and toward Station KJCT(TV).

An affidavit by a cualified and licensed surveyor that the
proper aziruthal orientation of the transmitting antenna
achieves radiation limitations prescribed above for the
Chanmel 8 allocstion in Laramie and Station RJCT(TV).

Sincerely,

Barbara A. Kreisman
Chief, Video Services Divisicn
Mass Media Bureau

wayme Coy, Jr., Esc.
William H, Fitz, Esc.



\ EXHIBIT G



! B - .

s R TR B el L AR RN S AeIePENE FaLLS Wl erwAn-4S LA RN ALY X 1 R T BN <
L3 IR T . : LART v
minSR ANENEEmE N uwz'v AREWLED 12/ 9.940, YO IwgLubE
9I10%ieF HOTTXe s 4w SI0T VLYY 9IVON 11026 &7 S T34 94 )
P Oty A% 92004 B0TT04 W02 920720 43 00 930230
L0 NRE] AP 90T 815017 910808 927228 82 o7 930308
[ A aTE] ’ GOIONY 9LOTCS 900712 911024 62 noo 920424
0 Toarn B40820kL wp BT 8 Q7Y 910307 917678 o7 Or 911218
§ o] sF ST T GRTTN 90110e LARTY A ne
wINTR ANENDMENT 910402 CANENDED 04-02-91: Am YEmIlsY
Slus0 AMENESNENT 210108 oARENDER 01-08-91: FACSIM[LE |
winCR AMEuCwENT 01217 ANERDED 12-17-90 TO Twi ASSIKN
alwR AMENENEYT 1217 ANEROED 12-17-97 TO TwE ASSIiw
RINOR AMS aCmENT 91212 ARENELY 12-12-90 YO Twg #SSICN
RINOR ARENDRMENT 901212 AWENDED 12-12+97 YO TWE ASSIGM
910103«xw a® 910103 910103 910114 910409 60 00
090S522rL aL 890822 49C322 890603 090607 60 00
§912210€  B90703«E m~ 891227 891221 900102 891229 60 00 909702
890703xe  B60OB2LK] P §90773 §90703 890710 890231 60 00 900172
8812191 w ar BR1219 881219 881228 lv'\sv‘ &0 01
NINOR AMENDMENT 190403 eANENDEY 04-0)-09: PaRY ]
8808271 L4 $LN820 $609N03 B60029 861008 881125 !70t61 070tm 40 86-481 00 890702
*(vu ELCOm OF rLORTOR, INC, NAPLES FL SCNANS24 eYYRE (T oSTAT 1S «EXP 970201 eP¢ 931208
WI30720K¢ AL 930720 910720 930729 931007 60 01
NINOR AMENDNENT 210828 ARENDED 8/25/9Y, TO CwamGE Apd
92072010 TC 920728 920720 920810 920812 80 00
W2n310xe AL §20310 920310 920318 920629 69 01
NIN-X AMENDMENT 920622 ANENDED 6-22-92 .0 SUPPLY THE
91109+ .2 [] 911001 911001 914011 920131 &0 00
89071kl 860702x6 890711 890711 890720 290828 69 00
2435702x6 4 860702 84120 861028 $80713 880610 60 01 900610
PETITION FOR RECONSIDERATION FILED 880808  REPLY Im SUPPORT COF WSY'S PETITION sOR RECONSIDERATION
PLEADING 880727  OPPOSITION TO PETITION FO® RECONSIDERATION/DENNIS J. KELLY
PETITION FOR RELONSIBERATIOW FILED 88071Y  PETITONM FOR RECONSIDERATION/MARTIN WALD--ATTY
RINOR AMENDMEWT 861119  AWEWDED 17-19-86 TO GIVE uPDAY
85792 Yk [ 847021 867902 841001 870128 69 02
MINOR AMENDMENT 870120 ARENDED 1-20-87 1O GIVE RESPOM
WINTR AMEMONENT 8709106 AMENOED  V1-6~RT7 10 SMOW STATEM
6rlp L 11
PAGE 3456 OF SERVICE +Tve APS FACILITY/APPLICATION INFORMATION REPORT FROW 39701701 10 95704727 l::gio;ggs
APP-ARN CP-APP-ARN TYPE REC'D ACCEIPT PU-ACC PETITH LOCREL CUTOFF TOMEAR FRMEAR FINAL-DTE DOCKET PRIOR-ARN SAND (P-EXP
051209¢m 1 151209 851209 851213 §51219 60 00
841003x% 4 041003 $4102Y8¢1017 850402 60 00 861002
821006x1 n 921006 821006 621026 930117 &0 00
811001kn [ 811007 8110613 911020 820129 60 00
780926KN * 780926 781016 800327 60 00
702 18 787418 78082¢ 60 00
WEVY wEVY, INC. EVARSYILLE 1 sCHAN-4&4 STYPE CT *STAT 15 «EXP 970801 ¢PC WAFY 930311
92204018 (] 920401 920401 920410 930310 60 00
911125xm AL 911125 911125 911206 911217 60 00
5111306 AL 851113 051113 851120 891223 051227 &0 00
PLEABING 821223 REQUEST FOR SPECIAL RELIEF/SALLY A, BUCKNAN-ATTY
87040%xe " 870401 870401 870414 a70716 60 01
NINOR AMENONENT s70s%27 CANENDED S-27-87 RENEWAL APPLI
841025«x AL 041023 841023 841102 841119 60 00
§31212x¢ T 831212 831212 831218 840523 60 00
831207xF L 031207 $31209 831214 840524 60 00
831129« [4 $31129 831129 831200 $31220 60 01 840524
RINOR AMEWOMENT 831129  aAmENDED TO SUBNIT TMIRD MODIF]
790507xL [4 790507 800918 810212 60 080-5%8 00 820812
830718xM ner 830710 830718 830727 830914 60 00
83051218 me 830512 830512 830524 40 00 831124
821101«1 14 821101 92110% 021112 821215 40 00 0810612
B20712xE  790507xL wp 820712 820712 920930 821215 40 00 0830612
MEMS=TY  SCRIPPS NOWAED BROADCASTING €O CLEVELAND ON eCHAN-S CTYPE CT  STAT 15 «fXP 971001 »PC WEWS 9241029
9408251k TC 940525 9403525 940614 940617 60 00
P40525L0 AL 940525 9405235 940614 240617 60 00
920529xY [ 920529 920529 920608 92110% 60 01
MINOR AMENDRENT 9207%s AMENDED 7-16-92,10 CIVE INFORM
83061 3kn 480613 980613 880623 080423 60 00
870601k [ 4704601 87046071 870610 471013 070911 40 o
PLEADING 900301 PETITION TO RECONSIDER DENIAL OF ITS INFORRAL 08JECTION,
PLEARING ar1g2y ROTION TO SISMISS & CONPITIONAL ET.AC/DONALD P IEIFANG, ATTY
PLEADING 871013 INFORMAL OBJECTION TO LICENSE RENEWALS/SOL SCHILIWAUSE, ESO,
RINOR ANENONMENT 870626 CAMENDED 6-206-87 EEO0 COALS WIT
RATIAANT [ 790401 790724 79°004 60 790601Xx 00
B27401XK ] 820601 8206C1 820024 820924 60 00
MEXP-TY 1SAAC GLOWDEP usiow CITY NJ eCHAN-2? *TYPE EX  oSTAT 05 ~€xP oPC B81007%Q 891116
[EARLATTSNE L AT BLE-IN 891103 891103 891114 32 00
890411xg  881907¢0 n- 299413 A90KYY B90A3C 890823 60 00 891202
BR 7R LL Rilied 801202 40 01 971202
niwae uuo-rn LLERE sAMENDED T1-8-88 YO PEPLACE PA
wEYI-TY wEv] aswcn'n SAGInAN ] eruAw-29 CTYPE (7 ¢SYAT 1% oE¥P 971NGY ePL wft} 9210n?
93 %52 n Q7% 920521 927871 9210 AN ne
L l-l"nlrn' LPLLAN ] AMFNOED B-R-F7 70 SUPPLY yfoA
[ELASRER] Ye [ SIARAE LIAARAN LLI TS Auna7 &9 N
N co9vy » ',"."7° KRILOQ AT AR Ay vy b £
L A L ESAIPE S e

[ v 2

Y oman




\ EXHIBIT H



CHRONOLOGY OF PLEADINGS

Channel Swap and Collateral Proceedings

Attached is a set of chronologies listing the pleadings filed in connection with
the Channel Swap and the Collateral Proceedings.

Chronology A provides a master list of all pleadings filed by the Commercial
Competitors, the University and SCC involving the Collateral Proceedings and the Channel
Swap since the September 1992 filing of SCC’s and the University’s Joint Petition for
Issuance of a Notice of Proposed Rulemaking to Exchange Channels.

Chronology B lists those pleadings pertaining to the Commercial Competitors’
challenges to the extension of the Cheyenne Mountain Construction Permit.

Chronology C lists those pleadings pertaining to Pikes Peak’s challenges to
SCC’s authorization for TV Translator K15BX, Colorado Springs, Colorado.



MASTER CHRONOLOGY OF ALL PLEADINGS

Date of Filing Ti Nature of Pleadin
September 8, 1992 Joint Petition for Issuance of Notice of Proposed

Rulemaking filed by the University of Southern
Colorado (the "University") & Sangre de Cristo
Communications, Inc. ("SCC")

® Requesting the initiation of a rulemaking proposing an
intra-band VHF channel swap between the University
and SCC.

October 5, 1992 Petition for Reconsideration filed by Pikes Peak
Broadcasting Company ("Pikes Peak")

® Requesting rescission of the Commission’s grant of
the University’s application to relocate KTSC-TV’s
transmitter site to Cheyenne Mountain.

October 8, 1992 Petition for Reconsideration filed by KKTV, Inc.
("KKTV")

® Requesting rescission of the Commission’s grant of
the University’s application to relocate KTSC-TV’s
transmitter site to Cheyenne Mountain.

October 20, 1992 Opposition to Petition for Reconsideration filed by the
University

October 22, 1992 Reply to Opposition to Petition for Reconsideration
filed by Pikes Peak

November 19, 1992 Petition for Reconsideration filed by Pikes Peak

® Requesting rescission of the Commission’s grant of
SCC'’s extension of time application for Translator
K15BX, Colorado Springs, Colorado.

November 25, 1992 Petition for Reconsideration filed by Pikes Peak
® Requesting rescission of the Commission’s grant of

SCC'’s reinstatement application for Translator K15BX,
Colorado Springs, Colorado



December 2, 1992

December 4, 1992

December 8, 1992

December 18, 1992

January 8, 1993

January 22, 1993

January 22, 1993

February 9, 1993

Petition for Issuance of Order to Show Cause filed by
Pikes Peak

® Requesting issuance of an Order to Show Cause why
the University’s Cheyenne Mountain construction permit
should not be revoked.

Petition for Issuance of Order to Show Cause filed by
KKTV

® Requesting issuance of an Order to Show Cause why
the University’s Cheyenne Mountain construction permit
should not be revoked.

Consolidated Opposition to Petitions for
Reconsideration filed by SCC

Reply to Consolidated Opposition
to Petitions for Reconsideration
filed by Pikes Peak

Joint Consolidated Opposition to Petitions for
Issuance of Order to Show Cause filed by the
University and SCC

Reply to Joint Consolidated Opposition to Petitions
for Issuance of Order to Show Cause filed by Pikes
Peak

Reply to Joint Consolidated Opposition to Petitions
for Issuance of Order to Show Cause filed by KKTV

Petition for Reconsideration filed by Pikes Peak

® Requesting the rescission of the Commission’s grant
of special temporary authority to rebroadcast
programming of KTSC(TV), Channel 5*, Pueblo,
Colorado, over Translator K15BX, Colorado Springs,
Colorado.



February 17, 1993

February 19, 1993

February 24, 1993

March 2, 1993

March 2, 1993

March 4, 1993
March 8, 1993
March 16, 1993

March 16, 1993

Notice of Intent to Object filed by Pikes Peak

® Declaring that Pikes Peak would oppose any
application requesting extension of the outstanding
Cheyenne Mountain Permit.

Petition to Revoke and Deny CP Extension filed by
Pikes Peak

® Requesting the revocation of the Cheyenne Mountain
Permit and the denial of the University’s application for
extension of the construction permit.

Opposition to Petition for Reconsideration filed by
SCC

Joint Motion for Issuance of an Order to Show Cause
filed by the University and SCC

® Requesting issuance of an order to show cause why
Pikes Peak & KKTV should not be ordered to cease and
desist their abuse of the FCC’s processes.

Petition to Deny Application for Extension of
Construction Permit and Supplement to Petition for
Issuance of Order to Show Cause Why Construction
Permit Should Not Be Revoked filed by KKTV

® Requesting the denial of the University’s application
for extension of the construction permit.

Joint Opposition to Petition to Revoke and Deny CP
Extension filed by the University and SCC

Reply to Opposition to Petition for Reconsideration
filed by Pikes Peak

Reply to Joint Oppeosition to Petition to Revoke and
Deny CP Extension filed by Pikes Peak

Opposition to Joint Motion for Issuance of Order to
Show Cause filed by Pikes Peak



March 16, 1993

March 17, 1993

March 22, 1993

March 23, 1993

March 29, 1993

April 6, 1993

April 7, 1993

Opposition of KKTYV, Inc. to Joint Motion for
Issuance of an Order to Show Cause

Joint Opposition to KKTV Petition to Deny
Application for Extension of Construction Permit and
Supplement to Petition for Issuance of Order to Show
Cause Why Construction Permit Should Not Be
Revoked filed by the University and SCC

Reply of KKTYV, Inc. to Joint Opposition to Petition
to Deny Application of Extension of Construction
Permit and Supplement to Petition for Issuance of
Order to Show Cause Why Construction Permit
Should Not Be Revoked

Amendment to Extension Application for KTSC(TV)
Cheyenne Mountain construction permit filed by the
University

Joint Consolidated Reply to Oppositions to Joint
Motion for Issuance of Order to Show Cause

Supplement of KKTV, Inc. to Petition to Deny
Application of the University of Southern Colorado
for Extension of Construction Permit and Supplement
to Petition for Issuance of Order to Show Cause Why
Construction Permit Should Not Be Revoked

® Requesting the dismissal of the University’s
amendment to its extension application, the denial of the
extension application and the revocation of the permit.

Supplement to Petition to Revoke and Deny CP
Extension filed by Pikes Peak

® Requesting the dismissal of the University’s
amendment to its extension application, the denial of the
extension application and the revocation of the permit.



April 13, 1993

April 21, 1993

April 22, 1993

April 28, 1993

May 14, 1993

Motion of KKTYV, Inc. for Leave to File Limited
Reply to Joint Consolidated Reply to Oppositions to
Joint Motion for Issuance of an Order to Show Cause
& Limited Reply to Joint Consolidated Reply to
Oppositions to Joint Motion for Issuance of an Order
to Show Cause

® Responding to suggestion that KKTV or its
representatives caused the issuance of the duplicate
public notice of grant of the University’s application to
relocate KTSC(TV)’s transmitter to Cheyenne Mountain.

Opposition to Supplement of KKTV to Petition te
Deny and Petition for Issuance of Order filed by the
University and SCC

Joint Opposition to Pikes Peak Supplement to Petition
to Revoke and Deny CP Extension filed by the
University and SCC

Comments to Limited Reply of KKTV to Joint
Consolidated Reply to Oppositions to Joint Motion for
Issuance of an Order to Show Cause filed by the
University and SCC

Petition to Deny University’s Applications for New
UHF Translator Stations at Grand Junction, Cortez-
Red Mesa, Durango and Ignacio, Colorado filed by
Pikes Peak

® Requesting denial of the University’s television
translator applicatiens or, in the alternative, that the FCC
hold any further consideration of the applications in
abeyance pending resolution of the other proceedings
involving the University and initiated earlier by Pikes
Peak



May 10, 1993

May 19, 1993

May 25, 1993

June 2, 1993

July 6, 1993

July 9, 1993

July 22, 1993

August 16, 1993

Supplement to Petition to Revoke and Deny CP
Extension filed by Pikes Peak

® Requesting the denial of the University’s extension
application.

Joint Opposition to Supplement to Petition to Revoke
and Deny CP Extension filed by the University and
SCC

Opposition to Petition to Deny filed by the University

Reply to Joint Opposition to Supplement to Petition to
Revoke and Deny CP Extension filed by Pikes Peak

Notice of Intent to Object filed by Pikes Peak
Opposition to Extension of STA filed by Pikes Peak

® Requesting the denial of SCC’s request for extension
of special temporary aurhtority to rebroadcast
programming of KTSC(TV), Channel 5*, Pueblo,
Colorado over Translator K15BX, Colorado Springs,
Colorado.

Response to Opposition filed by SCC

Petition to Deny University’s Applications for New
UHF Translator Stations at Grand Junction, Cortez-
Red Mesa, Durango and Ignacio, Colorado filed by
Pikes Peak

® Requesting denial of the University’s television
translator applications or, in the alternative, that the FCC
hold any further consideration of the applications in
abeyance pending resolution of the other proceedings
involving the University and initiated earlier by Pikes
Peak



August 26, 1993

August 31, 1993

August 31, 1993

September 3, 1993

September 3, 1993

September 3, 1993

September 8, 1993

Joint Motion to Consolidate Proceedings filed by the
University and SCC

® Requesting consolidation of resolution of (1) proposed
channel swap, (ii) reconsideration of grant of extension
of time to construct, reinstatement of construction permit
for and extension of STA for Television Translator
K15BX, Colorado Springs, Colorado; (iii) extension and
assignment of Cheyenne Mountain Permit; and (iv)
petitions to deny University’s proposed Grand Junction,
Cortez-Red Mesa, Durango and Ignacio, Colorado UHF
translators in the channel swap rulemaking.

Opposition to Petition to Deny filed by University

Opposition of KKTV, Inc. to Joint Motion to
Consolidate Proceedings

Joint Comments of University and SCC

¢ Supporting approval of channel swap presented in
September 8, 1992 Joint Petition in response to Notice of

Proposed Rule Making, MM Docket No. 93-191 (July
13, 1993).

Comments of KKTV

® Opposing approval of channel swap presented in
September 8, 1992 Joint Petition in response to Notice of

Proposed Rule Making, MM Docket No. 93-191 (July
13, 1993).

Comments of Pikes Peak

® Opposing approval of channel swap presented in
September 8, 1992 Joint Petition in response to Notice of

ing, MM Docket No. 93-191 (July
13, 1993).

Opposition to Joint Motion to Consolidate Pleadings
filed by Pikes Peak



September 13, 1993

September 13, 1993

September 27, 1993

September 27, 1993

September 27, 1993

September 27, 1993

October 14,

October 15,

October 15,

October 27,

October 28,

October 28,

October 28,

1993

1993

1993

1993

1993

1993

1993

Reply to Opposition to Petition to Deny University
Translator Applications filed by Pikes Peak

Joint Reply to Opposition to Joint Motion to
Consolidate Proceedings filed by University and SCC

Joint Reply Comments of University and SCC
Reply Comments of KKTV
Reply Comments of Pikes Peak

Second Supplement to KKTV Petition to Deny
Application of the University for Extension of
Construction Permit and Supplement to KKTV
Petition for Issuance of Order to Show Cause why
Construction Permit Should Not Be Revoked filed by
KKTV

Further Supplement to Pikes Peak Petition to Revoke
and Deny CP Extension filed by Pikes Peak

Petition to Deny University Application to Assign
KTSC Construction Permit to SCC filed by Pikes
Peak

Petition to Deny Application of University for Consent
to Assignment of Construction Permit filed by KKTV

Opposition to Further Supplement to Petition to
Revoke and Deny CP Extension filed by the University

Petition to Deny Application to Modify Construction
Permit filed by Pikes Peak

Opposition to Application for Modification of
Construction Permit filed by KKTV

Joint Consolidated Opposition to Petitions to Deny CP
Assignment Application filed by the University and
SCC



November 10, 1993

November 22, 1993

July 14, 1995

August 14, 1995

_9.

Opposition to Objections to CP Modification filed by
the University

Reply to Opposition to Petition to Deny Application to
Modify Construction Permit filed by Pikes Peak

Decision of the Allocations Branch Denying Channel
Exchange ("Staff Decision")

Joint Application for Review of the Staff Decision
filed by the University and SCC

® Requesting reversal of the Staff Decision and grant of
the Channel Swap as proposed by University and SCC
(to include the Cheyenne Mountain Permit)



Chronology of Pleadings
Regarding
KTSC(TV) Cheyenne Mountain Construction Permit
(September, 1992 - September, 1993)

Date of Filing Ti Nature of Pleadin
October 5, 1992 Petition for Reconsideration filed by Pikes Peak

Broadcasting Company ("Pikes Peak")

® Requesting rescission of the Commission’s grant of
the University’s application to relocate KTSC-TV’s
transmitter site to Cheyenne Mountain.

October 8, 1992 Petition for Reconsideration filed by KKTV, Inc.
("KKTV")

® Requesting rescission of the Commission’s grant of
the University’s application to relocate KTSC-TV’s
transmitter site to Cheyenne Mountain.

- Opposition to Petitions for Reconsideration
filed by the University (October 20, 1992)

- Reply to Opposition to Petition for
Reconsideration filed by Pikes Peak
(October 22, 1992)

December 2, 1992 Petition for Issuance of Order to Show Cause filed by
Pikes Peak

® Requesting issuance of an Order to Show Cause why
the University’s Cheyenne Mountain construction permit
should not be revoked.

December 4, 1992 Petition for Issuance of Order to Show Cause filed by
KKTV :

® Requesting issuance of an Order to Show Cause why
the University’s Cheyenne Mountain construction permit
should not be revoked.

- Joint Consolidated Opposition to Petitions for
Issuance of Order to Show Cause filed by the
University and SCC (January 8, 1993)



February 17, 1993

February 19, 1993

March 2, 1993

- Reply to Joint Consolidated Opposition to
Petitions for Issuance of Order to Show Cause
filed by Pikes Peak (January 22, 1993)

- Reply to Joint Consolidated Opposition to
Petitions for Issuance of Order to Show Cause
filed by KKTV (January 22, 1993)

Notice of Intent to Object filed by Pikes Peak

® Declaring that Pikes Peak would oppose any
application requesting extension of the outstanding
Cheyenne Mountain Permit.

Petition to Revoke and Deny CP Extension filed by
Pikes Peak

® Requesting the revocation of the Cheyenne Mountain
Permit and the denial of the University’s application for
extension of the construction permit.

- Joint Opposition to Petition to Revoke and
Deny CP Extension filed by the University and
SCC (March 4, 1993)

- Reply to Joint Opposition to Petition to Revoke
and Deny CP Extension filed by Pikes Peak
(March 16, 1993) ;

Petition to Deny Application for Extension of
Construction Permit and Supplement to Petition for
Issuance of Order to Show Cause Why Construction
Permit Should Not Be Revoked filed by KKTV

® Requesting the denial of the University’s application
for extension of the construction permit.



Joint Opposition to KKTV Petition to Deny
Application for Extension of Construction
Permit and Supplement to Petition for Issuance
of Order to Show Cause Why Construction
Permit Should Not Be Revoked filed by the
University and SCC (March 17, 1993)

Reply of KKTYV, Inc. to Joint Oppesition to
Petition to Deny Application of Extension of
Construction Permit and Supplement to
Petition for Issuance of Order to Show Cause
Why Construction Permit Should Not Be
Revoked (March 22, 1993)

March 23, 1993 Amendment to Extension Application for KTSC(TV)
Cheyenne Mountain construction permit filed by the
University

Supplement of KKTV, Inc. to Petition to Deny
Application of the University of Southern
Colorado for Extension of Construction Permit
and Supplement to Petition for Issuance of
Order to Show Cause Why Construction
Permit Should Not Be Revoked (April 6, 1993)

® Requesting the dismissal of the University’s
amendment to its extension application, the denial
of the extension application and the revocation of
the permit. )

Supplement to Petition to Revoke and Deny CP
Extension filed by Pikes Peak (April 7, 1993)

® Requesting the dismissal of the University’s
amendment to its extension application, the denial
of the extension application and the revocation of
the permit.

Opposition to Supplement of KKTV to Petition
to Deny and Petition for Issuance of Order
filed by the University and SCC

(April 21, 1993)



May 10, 1993

August 26, 1993

- Joint Opposition to Pikes Peak Supplement to
Petition to Revoke and Deny CP Extension filed
by the University and SCC (April 22, 1993)

Supplement to Petition to Revoke and Deny CP
Extension filed by Pikes Peak

® Requesting the denial of the University’s extension
application.

- Joint Opposition to Supplement to Petition to
Revoke and Deny CP Extension filed by the
University and SCC (May 19, 1993)

- Reply to Joint Opposition to Supplement to
Petition to Revoke and Deny CP Extension filed
by Pikes Peak (June 2, 1993)

Joint Motion to Consolidate Proceedings filed by the
University and SCC

® Requesting consolidation of resolution of (1) proposed
channel swap, (ii) reconsideration of grant of extension
of time to construct, reinstatement of construction permit
for and extension of STA for Television Translator
K15BX, Colorado Springs, Colorado; (iii) extension and
assignment of Cheyenne Mountain Permit; and (iv)
petitions to deny University’s proposed Grand Junction,
Cortez-Red Mesa, Durango and Ignacio, Celorado UHF
translators in the channel swap rulemaking.

- Opposition of KKTV, Inc. to Joint
Motion to Consolidate Proceedings
(August 31, 1993)

- Opposition to Joint Motion to
Consolidate Proceedings filed by Pikes
Peak (September 8, 1993)

- Joint Reply to Opposition to Joint
Motion to Consolidate Proceedings filed
by University and SCC (September 13,
1993)



September 2, 1993

September 14, 1993

September 28, 1993

Application of the University to Assign Cheyenne
Mountain Permit to SCC

Petition to Deny University Application to
Assign KTSC Construction Permit to SCC filed
by Pikes Peak (October 15, 1993)

Petition to Deny Application of University for
Consent to Assignment of Construction Permit
filed by KKTV (October 15, 1993)

Joint Consolidated Opposition to Petitions to
Deny CP Assignment Application filed by the
University and SCC (October 28, 1993)

Supplement to Application to Extend KTSC
Construction Permit

Second Supplement to KKTYV Petition to Deny
Application of the University for Extension of
Construction Permit and Supplement to KKTV
Petition for Issuance of Order to Show Cause
why Construction Permit Should Not Be
Revoked filed by KKTV (September 27, 1993)

Further Supplement to Pikes Peak Petition to
Revoke and Deny CP Extension filed by Pikes
Peak (September 27, 1993)

Opposition to Further Supplement to Petition
to Revoke and Deny CP Extension filed by the
University (October 27, 1993)

Amendment to Cheyenne Mountain Permit filed by
the University

Petition to Deny Application to Modify CP filed
by Pikes Peak (October 28, 1993)

Opposition to Application for Modification of
Construction Permit (October 28, 1993)
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- Opposition to Objections to CP Modification
filed by the University (November 10, 1993)

- Reply to Opposition to Petition to Deny
Application to Modify CP filed by Pikes Peak
(November 22, 1993)

July 14, 1995 Decision of the Allocations Branch Denying Channel
Exchange and Consolidation of Proceedings ("Staff
Decision")

- Joint Application for Review of the Staff
Decision filed by the University and SCC
(August 14, 1995)

® Requesting reversal of the Staff Decision and
grant of the Channel Swap as proposed by
University and SCC (to include the Cheyenne
Mountain Permit)



Chronology of Pleadings
Regarding
TV Translator K15BX, Colorado Springs, Colorado
(September, 1992 - September, 1993)

Date of Filing Ti re of Pleadin
November 19, 1992 Petition for Reconsideration filed by Pikes Peak

® Requesting rescission of the Commission’s grant of
SCC'’s extension of time application for Translator
K15BX, Colorado Springs, Colorado.

November 25, 1992 Petition for Reconsideration filed by Pikes Peak

® Requesting rescission of the Commission’s grant of
SCC’s reinstatement application for Translator K15BX,
Colorado Springs, Colorado

- Consolidated Opposition to Petitions for
Reconsideration filed by SCC
(December 8, 1992)

- Reply to Consolidated Opposition to Petitions
for Reconsideration filed by Pikes Peak
(December 18, 1992)

February 9, 1993 Petition for Reconsideration filed by Pikes Peak

® Requesting the rescission of the Commission’s grant
of special temporary authority to rebroadcast
programming of KTSC(TV), Channel 5*, Pueblo,
Colorado, over Translator K15BX, Colorado Springs,
Colorado.

- Opposition to Petition for Reconsideration filed
by SCC (February 24, 1993)

- Reply to Opposition to Petition for
Reconsideration filed by Pikes Peak
(March 8, 1993)



